Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/696,626 

Applicant(s) 

RAMACHANDR/ 

ET AL. 

Examiner 

Linda Wong 


Art Unit 

2611 



Primary Dac Ha. 


(1) l inda Wong , 

(2) Affnrnev Df j^'cl Rodack. 
Date of Inteiview: P6 April 2006. 

^EpeSS;^!^^"^^^^^^ 2)napp.icanfs representative, 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes eM No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1. 
Identification of prior art discussed: • 

Ag.emea,w«hrespeC.o.he.a,msOHwasrea*ec.. was no. reached. hON/A. 
aliowableis available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLYTO THE LAST O^'CE ACT,^^^^^^^ ,S 
iNTERVr^ (See IVIPEP Section 713X)4V ^^VTPc^'nSeR OF ON^mS^^^^ DAYS FROM THIS 

GIvIn A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF TH^^^^^^ FORM. WHICHEVER IS LATER. TO 

ITIS{^7nt°Sf\'^^^^^^^^ ^"'""^^^ °^ ^^""^ ~ 

requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 


Examiner Note: You must sign this fomi unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 

U S. Patent and Tfademaik Office 
PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) 


Interview Summary 


Examiner's signature, if required 

Paper No. 20060704 


Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

ohe<.a..e,nten.e„. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) ,„.«™^t iha reasons presented at the interview as 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

I ?JroVSrew (telephonic, video-conference or pers^^^^^^ personnel, etc.) 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed Hescriotion of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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Atlanta, GA 
770-933-9500 

Attorney-client Confidential 
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Application No. 10/696,626 

Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 

continuation of Substance of Interview inCuding ^escrip^^^^^^^^^^^^ ^ rSew'^ga^dingThe 

agreement was reached, or any other <^o'"r^«"»«^,/^ttomey^^^^^^^ 'Xrney Rodack provided a list of 

limitations recited in claim 1 and 1 1 2 rejections stated ""^^J^^^^JJjg^^^^^^ questions provided. We agreed 
questions regarding the rejections. Attorney Rodack and t^^^^ ?he questions 
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Wong. Linda 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 


Rodack David [David.Rodack@tkhr.com] 
Tuesday, April 25, 2006 7:06 AM 

Wong, Linda . ^ ini^^Hn^icHfiiv/ '^•'^o-Piease Acknowledge Receipt 

S/N: 1 0/696.626; Inventor Phone Interview. Wednesday. 3.30 Please m 

of Email 


Dear Examiner Wong: follow-up questions on this matter. Please a"o;;v me to 

will provide our questions in Section II. 

o co^inn 7 that "the examiner cannot determine the added limitations to claim 1, U 
(a) The final OA provided on page 2, section 2 that the exarniner 
and 21 due tJ^the lack of further description in the specification... 

„ • • ec^rtoH- 'There is no show of an optional filter and DC correction or a 

performed." 

(c, S^nifcanMy, page 3, bottom paragraph P«>vides - fo*»«: "H^ 

Sa^£s':ri:rsui%=r,i"p.rassr^^ 

DC-offset correction." 

,a, in the Advisory AcUon (M) dated 3/^/^-^,^^^^^^ ^- 
" processing the first baseband signal and the second t'^seoana s^ the baseband components comprises an 

S^S'r^So^^lSrarS^^^rS"^^^^^^ 
5 nS petfcrm orK or both of these ftirKtlonalltles.' 

correcting, or filtering and correcting)? 

DO vo. agree especially based on the con««n.s re^oduced In KC above, that both swM,ab,e bandwidths fcr 
SSSg'and D?olS?S^itlng are supported in the speciflcaton? 

CO DO you ag« gene^liy that by having a switchable bandwidth, a speclflc band can be selected? 

specification? 

Thats all I have. I will conuct you on Wednesday, 3:30. Thanks again tor your consideration. 


Best regards, 
Dave Rodack 

Thomas, Kayden, Horstemeyer & Risley 


